Despite the numerous efforts aimed at these transformations, each of them suffers from at least one of the following limitations: diverse by-products in significant yields that reduce the selectivity of the reaction and its economics, low conversions and yields, harsh reaction conditions (dry hydrogen
To set straight the scientific record we would like to make the following corrections:
 Concerning the sentences "Examples in the literature include those of Sanda et al. who obtained CMF from the reaction of ethereal gaseous hydrogen chloride with HMF [13] . Furthermore, while the conversion of cellulose into CMF was low (12%) [14, 15] , a substantially higher yield (48%) was obtained for the preparation of BMF when dry HBr was employed [16] ." We must now state that our references 14 and 15 were incorrect or irrelevant in this context. Furthermore, the yield mentioned for our reference 16 should be 56%, and not 48%. We attribute this last error to the fact that we used a figure (wrongly) quoted for this method in a secondary source, our reference 17, rather than the correct value given in the primary reference. Consequently, these sentences should be changed to: "Examples in the literature include those of Sanda et [14] . Furthermore, while the conversion of cellulose into CMF was low (12%) [15] , a substantially higher yield (56%) was obtained for the preparation of BMF when dry HBr was employed [16] ." with a new reference 15 as shown below:  While we cited a paper by Mascal et al. (our reference 2) and discussed some of the perceived shortcomings of that method, unfortunately in our literature search in preparation for writing this paper we missed a follow-up paper by the same authors that needs to be cited now as new reference 18 (see below), wherein the authors addressed all the problems we had identified for their method. This is an omission for which we apologize. This occurred due to a last minute rearrangement of our experimental section due to journal requirements that actually missed our critical reading of the galley proofs.
 Footnote (a) to Table 6 should state 1.0 g not 1.0 mg.
 The revised References section based on all these corrections is now provided below.
